
5 ) -:n-
c4> ticaX&7THE 0UfUINTROLLUN0O U-AL

.OECI~flM . j O P TH* UNITU2 ETATEE
L-t LU' WWA*N NI N ON. O.. 0084o

SLE: 1-180 D7 lE : S~a17r loD 19M

MATTER OF: Lctrdbffiesltcm, Icesreracted

1. Written iwqunst for recanraldmrmttlj of bid protest 'Jec~tion
ef thi2 Office eZ e by c rtLf ;. 'i, is dismisesd as un-
tl ly became It neltbar war, rez tyed at CAD within ten
days after protester'. recn4dt at that decision nor war sent
sithin the Lim provided for _ailinS certified protets.

2. Taephne coenvrsatiti. doA not satitf) requirenct for
filig requ-st for raconeaderatioc of bid proteut decieloun
Aoqueste for reCoaaidCratioc most be in writing.

L'eIictrSeticu, Ivaorvorp tad&(LUG) request. reconsideration
of our'decihion iactreuiric.\ieorporced, 56 Coqp Can. __

1-186867. October; 29,; 1-76. 742 CPD 371. 1U called this Office
by teleybse two or three working days after it. receipt on
NUbs er 3, 1976 Of our decision, end received from the attorney
obe had h ndled its orle-tv l protent advice on how to obtain
rCcoDUiderani±n of the decision. At this time, LUM also advanced
arpants concernisg the substane of Utr protest which it any
havc intmnded as zi oral requeet fort reconaiduration. Subee-
e quarij, by certified letter, potarkad Novebeer 15, 1976 and
r ceived in this Office Noevebr 19,1Ai976, LUI formally requested
ruco ideration, a~riung that our decision wan contrary to regu-
lation and prior de ieione of this Office.

As explained below, the request fir reconsideration ir
dismdised * untimely filed.

L1I had receivei &,copy of our lid Protest Procedures,
4 C.P.U. 2O2_2M.. |(1976), by letter of'July 12, 1976. foliowing
the ftling, of its Iuitial protest with dii.s Office. Theae pro-
eedures provide in eiection 20.9 that requests for reconasideration
of a decision of thbs Coaptroller Canerel uhall be filed not later
* tha LO vorking dayu fter the beais for reconsideration is
known or should have been known, whichever in earlier. While the
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term "filed" * sof reue pt In the C meral Accouatln office,
4 C.P.R. I 20.9(b) (191l), the term ala, aomfote the placing
of a Aocueuet among official records. Mbreover bid protests
filed with this Office nut be in writin, A C it. 20.1(b) (1976).
and requ sts for recainSderatio. are subject to such bid protest
procedures consistent with the nud for pret resolutionf t'-oe
matter. 4 C.P.U. 5 20.9(c) (1976). Accordingly, the telephon
conauminction with '1im Office shortly after receipt of our
decision would not satisfy the requiromnt In oer protedwen for
filing requesW for reconsideration.

Au to the protester's written raquest for reconsiderationc the
record show. that it wv sent by certif ed mall only two dayS prior
to the deadline for receipt here and wans actually r :eved here two
days after that deadline. The vritten request ms tat ent within
the tite provided for sailing protests by certified .zil and we
not received here within ten days after the basts for reconaidera-
thon was known to the protester. A C.FP.. 55 20.2(b)(3) and 20.9
(b) (1976).

Accordingly, the request for recoasideration uas wntiaely filed
and is dismissed.

8 Paul C. Dembling
General Counsel
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